Priot StudyData Update

Data as o1'3/14/2001
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H““. Client Records per Rilot County
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COUNTY

Frequency

Percent

Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

Alameda
Kern
Sacramento
San Benito
San Joaquin
Stanislaus
Sutter-Yuba
Tri-City
Tulare
ventura
Total

21
167
242
2

8
17
55
44
32
48

3.3
26.3
38.1

3

1.3
2.7
8.6
6.9
5.0
7.5
100.0

3.3
26.3
38.1

3

1.3
2.7
8.6
6.9
5.0
7.5
100.0

3.3
29.6
67.6
67.9
69.2
71.9
80.5
87.4
92.5

100.0




ClientRecords per fme Frame

Time Frame

Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Intake 257 40.4 51.6 51.6
Mid-Treatment 224 35.2 45.0 96.6
Planned 9 1.4 1.8 98.4
Unplanned 4 .6 .8 99.2
Left Service Area 3 5 .6 99.8
Aged Out 1 2 2 100.0
Total 498 78.3 100.0
Missing  System 138 21.7

Total




mm. Client Records per Gender

“““_ Gender
" Cumulative
“”h Frequency | Percent [Valid Percent| Percent

4 Valid Female
Mal
N Total
4 Missing
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|“||| Note - 1999/2000iClient Services Information|(CSl) Data for
“ Childreni5-16 (N=136;953);

3. 7% Female / 62.2% Male
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“““. Client Recorads perEtanicity.
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Ethnicity

Frequency

Percent

Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

Missing

White

Hispanic

African American

Other Asian or Pacific
Islander

Native American
Filipino

Other

Unknown/Not Reported
Chinese

Cambodian

Hawaiian Native
Laotian

Total

117
269
166
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18.4
42.3
26.1

9.3

.6
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18.4
42.3
26.1

9.3

.6
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18.4
60.7
86.8
96.1

96.7

97.2
97.5
98.6
98.9
99.1
99.2
99.8
100.0

Note - CSl: 45.2% White / 24.8% Hispanic/ 19.1%) Black




H\m. Client Records by DIagnoses

Primary Diagnostic Category

““ Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent

Developmental Disorder 14 2.2 2.2 2.2
Other 22 3.5 3.5 5.7

Attention Deficit
H|||h

Disruptive Behavioral

Adjustment 15.1 15.1 41.2

Adjustment Disorder 11.3 11.3 52.5

Post-Traumatic Stress

N

Disorder 7.5 7.5 62.9

Psychotic Disorder 5 5 63.4

|”“ M_ood and Affective . . 8.3
Disorder

Unknown/Missing . . 100.0
Total

“"”. Note - CSI: 14.7% ADHD/ 11.6% Adjustment Disorder / 16.4% Conduct
ﬂ Diserder / 3.6% Anxiety Disorder/ 20% Mooed Disorder



uum. OtherAgency Involvement

Other Agency Involvement

N|||h Yes _ No Unknown N

Child Protective Sernices | 32.3%
m““. Juvenile Justice/Probation 12.3%

Special Education 33.3%
“” Drug/Alcohol 3.2%
“\. Regional Center 4.3%
Other 9.8%
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WH\. Parent/Caregiver Risk Eactors
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Yes No ' Unknown

““m History of Psychiatric Hospitalization 10.0% 66.4%
||“ History of Drug/Alcohol Abuse 55.2% 36.2%
4 Chronic Physical lliness 15.8% 65.3%
m“ Law Violations 39.5% 45.0%
4 “. Suicide Attempts 9.1% 59.5%
Powerty 39.1% 41.4%

m“ History of Mental Iliness 27.6% 47.1%
“. Other Children in Foster Care 22.9% 67.5%

4 Domestic Violence 44.8% 34.7%

Victim of Physical Abuse 32.3% 33.5%
Victim of Sexual Abuse 15.6% 41.2%
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uum. Chirla/Youth RISk Factors

Yes No Unknown N

““m_ Child/Youth Risk Factors

History of Psychiatric Hospitalization| 8.8%

““W History of Drug/Alcohol Abuse 13.1%
|_ Chronic Physical lliness 7.4%
Law Violations 15.7%

Suicide Attempts 8.7%

m““. Gang Associations 4.2%
Intra-Uterine Drug Exposure 17.7%

Learning Disability 32.3%

m““ Born to Teen Parent 12.3%
. Victim of Physical Abuse 29.3%
Victim of Sexual Abuse 20.4%

‘ Sexual Perpetrator 4.0%
““"“ Exposure to Violence 44.2%
Exposure to Domestic Violence 51.6%

Neglect 39.3%
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“"“. CAEAS Ratings - Predicted Sernvice
H““. Utilization Basedon 5-Scale Score

_ Service Utilization (Based on Total CAFAS Score)

Cumulative
umh

Risk Prevention/Outpatient
Treatment (0-30)

Typical Outpatient

H““ Care/Wraparound Services
(40-60)

More Intensive Services
(70-80)

I Fesncive o Supenise
Living Situation (90-150)

Total

Missing System
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mm. OnioAgency\WorkerRatings

“““_ Agency Worker Ohio Scale Problem Severity Level
e | pucen | vopucen | o™
Frequenc Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Mild (20-30)
|“||| Moderate (31-50)
Severe (51-100)
4 Total

Missing  System

H““. -

Agency Worker Ohio Scale Funtioning Level

|” Cumulative
Freq uenc Percent | Valid Percent Percent

Mild (45-55)
Moderate (35-44)

| Severe (0-35)
|
Missing  System

Total
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“““. OhieParent/Caregiver Ratings
al

“““ Parent Ohio Scale Problem Severity Level
< Cumulative
Freuenc Percent Valid Percent Percent
Mild (20-30)
“||| Moderate (31-50) _ _ .

Severe (51-100)

Missing  System

4 Total

Total
4 Parent Ohio Scale Functioning Level
||“ Cumulative
Freuenc Percent Valid Percent Percent

Mild (45-55)
Moderate (35-44)

| Severe (0-35)
| Total
Missing  System

Total
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Youth Ohio Scale Problem Severity Level

Frequency

Percent

Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

Missing
Total

Mild (20-30)

Moderate (31-50)

Severe (51-100)
Total
System

40
39
13
92

6.3
6.1
2.0
14.5
85.5
100.0

43.5
42.4
14.1
100.0

43.5
85.9
100.0

Youth Ohio Scale Functioning Level

Frequency

Percent

Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

Missing
Total

Mild (45-55)

Moderate (35-44)

Severe (0-35)
Total
System

59
27

8
94

9.3
4.2
1.3
14.8
85.2
100.0

62.8
28.7
8.5
100.0

62.8
91.5
100.0




